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December 27,2012
VIA COURIER

Anthony Herman

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Re: Matter Under Review 6692 (Romney for President, Inc.)
Matter Under Review 6692 (Ryan for Congress)

Dear Mr. Herman:

On behalf of Romney for President, Inc. (“RFP”) and its Treasurer, Darrell Crate, jointly with
Ryan for Congress (“RFC”) and its Treasurer, Paul J. Mair; we:write in response to the
Complaint filed by the Democratic Party of Wisconsin and assigned MUR 6692. This:
Response is submitted in additirm to the separate Respnnse from Ryan far Congrass, which
is enclased.

RFP has no additional infarmatinn to add to RFG's Response. RFP and RFC each properly
paid for the 2012 Republican National Convention expenses related to their respective
Committees. Neither RFP nor RFC co-mingled any expenditures as alleged in the
Complaint. RFP did not accept, and RFC did not transmit, a contribution between the
committees. Consequently, this Complaint is without merit:and should be dismissed.

Sincerely,
Kathryn Biber, RFP General Counsel Timothy E. K ,;o;nquist,\"(;b_&xisel for RFC
Enclosures

Romney for President, Inc. | P.O. Box 149756, Boston, MA.02114-9756 | MITTROMNEY.COM

Paid for by Romney for President, inc. '
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| 48 Norch Hilt Drive
| Warrenion, VA J0186
| prs4c-341-8808
1 ¢540:341-8809
December 20, 2012
Anthony Herman, Esq.
©Office of General Counsel
Federal Elaction Commission
'999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Re:  Mastter Under Review 6692 (Ryan for Congress)
Dear Mr. Herman,

This Response is submitted by the undérsigned counsel on betialf of Ryan for Congress.
(RFC), in response tothe complaint filed by The Democratic Party 6f Wisconsin (DPW), and
designated as Matter Under Review 6692.

DPW conternis thnt RFC’s 2012 Republican National Convention (Convention) expenses
were improperly characterized as RFC expenses. This legal conclusion, however, is'based on
nothing more than the acknowledged fact that Congressman Ryan’s Céngressional Campaign
.made disbursements for expenses incurred at.the Convention. The Complainant provides no
evidence whatsoever that actually shiows that any'RFC disbursemerits were made, iised, or’
transferred to any other campaign committee. Rather, the Complainant simply asserts that “these
were expenses clearly meant to promote Mr. Ryan’s candidacy for Vice President.” :

Both Ryan for Congress and Romney For President were fully aware.of legal
requifernents pertaiiring to the proper payment of campaign expenses. The Coniplainant either
fails to acknawledge, or is unaware, thai Rommey for President did in fact neimbnrse RFC far
expenses incurred at the Tampa Marriott Waterside that were attributable to activities in
furtherance of the Presidential Campaign.

As is more fully explained below, RFC funds weré properly and exclusively used for
the benefif of Congressman Ryan’s Congressional Campaign, and that Committee fully
complied with all relevant iegal obligations. This Complaint should be:quickly dismissed.

Response of Ryan for Congress in MUR:6692
Page 1of7
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L Applicable Legal Standard and Coriimission Precéedent

FEC regulations address this situation in which an individual runs.for more than one
federal office at a time. Specifically, 11 CFR. 116.8(d)(1) requtires “‘an.individual [who] is a
candidate for mare than one Federai office . . . [to] designate scparate principal campuign
committees and establish completely separate campaign organizations.” Futther; “[n]o funds,
goods, or services, including loans and loan guarantees, may be transferred between or used by
the separate campaigns, except as provided in. 11 'CFR 110.3(c)(5).” 11-CFR.110.8(d)(2). The.
Commission’s previous treatmierit:of-applicable regulations. makes clear that RFC is.in full
compliance with the law. See Advisory Opinion 1995-3 (Grammy at 2 (“The Act and
Commission rcgulations contetnplate that a person may maintein concurrent candldacies for fwo
separate Feaoral offices. . .. Commission regulatious allow dual campaigns to-share parsonnel
and facititles as iong as exgmditares are alloaated betwaem thte two campeigus and paynimnie
made from each campaign account reflect the allncation.”).

The Commission has repeatedly “reaffirm[ed] its long-standirig opinion that candidates
have wide discretion over the use of campaign funds.”' Further, it is-also well-established that
campaign funds may be used for expenses incurred in connection with activities in furtherance of
that campaign or that are- undertaken by campaign representatives performing importarit
functions related to that campalgn or-a candidate’s duties as a Federal officeholder. See, e.g.,
Advisory Opinicns 1996-20 (Lucas), 1996-19 (Walshl), and 1995-87.(Underwood). In Advisory
Opinion 1996-20 (Lucas), ths Commission concluded that the campaigr cmiimittee oF'a Féderal
officaiioidar may pay tonveation trevel aigd cubsistcace expicnsos of the offiogholder’s
congrésaienal chiaf of staff becanse he would perform “important fapotions, related:io” the
campaign-as well aa “functinns that relate to [the candidate’s] duties 18 a Federd officeholder.”
AO 1996-20t (Lucas) at 2. These “iniportant fiunctions® included raising contributions, procuring
vendor services for campaign functions; liaison activities with congressional office staff, and
attendance at policy briefings. Id.

In Advisory Opinion 1996-19 (Walsh), the Comimission explained thut & candidate’s
campaign coinmittee may pay travel and subsistenos expenses of the candidate’s wife and
childreén for varivus sctivities that the candidate stated would “enhatice [kis] re-election effort”
and that were “in furtherance of [his] campaign for reelection.” AO 1996-19 (Walsh).at 2. The
activities Conteraplated by thie Conindission isicluded atténdance and representation of the.
candidate at receptions, press conferances, and fundraising events and meetings for the purposeé
! Binnl Rule on Parsom! Usg of Cmpalgn Funds, 60 Pol. Reg, 7862,:7867 (February 9, 1995). The
Commisaion specifically ‘expldined that trave]-and subsistence expenses may be paid from campaign

funds where “the candidate can reasonably show that the expenses at issue resulted from campaign or
officeholder activities. . .” Id.

Response of Ryan for Congress in MUR 6692
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of “maintain[ing] contacts.and goodwill" with potential contributors and communicating with
constituents ubout the cainpuign. Id. The Commisilon reached the same conclusion in Advisory
Opinivel 1995-47 (Underwaod) wiarro the candidate explained chat his wife’s abmndance at
similar convention events was “iyiportatit” to-thie campaign and that it would “enhaace. [his] re-
election effort.” AQ 1995-47 (Underwood). at.3,

Further, the Commission previously recognized that federal officeholders who attend a
national convention have various responsibilities and obligations, and that attending to these
responsibilities and obligations is a proper use of campaign funds. See AO:1996-20 (Lucas)at 3
(“The Commissioh notés that you will be attending the convention &s.a delegate, that you.are an
officeholder, and that,'due to the purpose and nature of a national party cofivention, there will be
meetingg and activitios aimed at sepporting the purty’s presidentisl nomince. Singe it is expected
thdi a person who aitends the conventibn &s a duldgiite and officehokler wouid partivijiass: i stech
meetings and activities ea a ratural extension of such status, the activities of you and your [Chief
of Staff] with respect to youi filnction in the Dale caripaign will not result in » conttibution by
the Lucas Committee to the Dole-campaign.”).

The use of RFC funds in furtherance of Congressmén Ryan’s Congressional Carnipaign
was entirely permissibie and consistent with the “wide discretion” afforded to a candidate’s use
of campaign funds. The Complainant has provided no evidence that any RFC funds were
misused or impropeérly spent.

IL  “RessonTq Bslieve” Stnsdard
The Commission previously explained:

The Commission will make a determination of “no reason to believe’ a violation
has occurred. wheén the available information does rot provide a basis. for
proceeding with the matter. The Commission finds. ‘no reason to believe’ when
the complaint, any response filed by the respondent, and any publicly available
information, when taken together, fail to give rise to.a reasanable inference that &
violation has occurred, or even if'the allegations were true, would not constitute a
violation of the law. For example, a ‘no reason to beliéve” finding would be
appropriate when:

o A violatlue has boen ailoged, bul the reipondent’s regpooss or: dihar evidence
cenvinoingly domonstrates that no violation has ‘oacurred;

e A complaint aileges a violation. but is either not crediblo or is:so vague that an
investigation would be effectively impossible; or

e A coniplaint fails to describe a violation of the Act.

Response of Ryan for Congress in MUR 6692
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Statement of Policy Regarding Commission Action in Matters at the Initial Stage.in the
Enforcemunt Process, 72 Fed. Reg. 12,545, 12,546-(March 16, 2007)..

“*Reason to believe’ is a threshold determination that by itself does not establish that the
law has been vialated. In fact, ‘reasen to believe’ determinations indicate anly that the-
Commission found sufficient legal justification to apen an investigation to determine whether
there is probable cause to beli€ve that a violation of the Act has occurred.” Statement of Reasons
of Commissioners Bauerly and Weintraub in MUR 6056 (Protect Colorado Jobs, Inc.) at 2.

“Ih order for the Commission to detetmine that a complaint provides a reason to believe a
violation occurred, the complainant, under penalty of perjury, must provide specific facts from
reliable sources that a respendent fdils to adeguarn refilte.” Stutement of Reagune of Vice
Chairman Petersent and Commissioncrs Hunter and McGahn in MUR 6056 (Protect Colararo
Jobs, Inc.) at 6.

“Unwarranted legal conclusions from asserted facts ..., or mere speculation ... will not
be accepted as true. In addition, while credibility will not be weighed in favor of the
complainant.or the respondent; a.complaint may be dismissed if it consists of factual allegations
that are refuted with sufficiently compelling evidence provided.in the response to the complaint.

.. [PJurely speculative charges, especially when accompanied by a direct refutation, do not form
an adequate basis to find reuson to believe thut a violation of the FECA has occurred.”
Statement of Reasons of Commissivners Masou, Sandstrom, Smith, and Thonras in MUR 4960
(Hillary Cliriton) at 2-3.2 “[M]ere ‘official ausioaity’ witl nat suffice as the kasis for FEC

- investigations.” FEC v. Machinists Non-Partisan League, 655 F.2d 380, 388 (D.C. Cir. 1981).

“[Ulnder the Act, before making a reason to believe determination, the Commission must
assess both the law and the credibility of the facts alleged. To do so, the Commission must
identify the sources of information arid examine the facts and reliability of those sources.to
determine whether they ‘reasonably [give] rise to a belief in the truth: of the allegations
presented.” Only once this standard is et may the Commission investigate whether a violation
occurred.” Statement of Reasons of Vice Chair Hunter and Commissioners McGahn snd Petersen in
MUR 6296 (I{enneth Buck) at 5-6

2 See alsv Statement of Reasons of Vice Chair Hunter and Commissiersers McGalin and Peteren in MUR
6296 (Kennath Buck)-at.€ (“As in MUR 4960 (Hillary ﬂmton). the complaint ia this matter lacked
specific facts to establish that Buck, his authorized committee, and Morgensen violated the Act. Instead;
the complaint was based *upon information and belief,’ a phrase that appears-at least once on evéry page.
None of the allegations were based on personal knowledge and, with two exceptions; the complaint does
not identify any source for its allegatmns, credible or otherw:se Moreoéver, Respondents sufficiently
tefutet] the factual allegations niade in the complaint. Thus; the. Commiission is required under the statute
and its own fegulations 1o find no reason to believe Respondents violated the Act.”).

Response of Ryan for Congress ir MUR 6692
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As is discussed in more detail below, DPW’s allegations warrant a “no reason to believe”
finding and shoald be disndssed. The infernratien that DPW wwiild characteries s.evitience is
nothing mwore than citaticn fo te.expenses tnoorred by RFC for hotel roome. DP'?/ spaculates
that this amount alone supports their allegption of improper use of RFC funds.

L ’s 2012 National Conventi enses

Congressman Ryan’s avaiiability to personally attend formal and informal Convention
events and receptions with Wisconsin delegates, his constituents, and other national and-
prominent Republican supporters, policy-makers; and commentators in support of his
congressional camphign was severely limited not only by the rigors of his vice presitlential
caneprign duties but also by Seuret Serviae detail cansiraires. As & resuit, RFC relled heavity on
RFC staff and veheiicers 10 angage i significese activities in furtheiance, snul. on behelf of,
Congressinen Ryan’s campaign for re-election to the. U.S. Houeo af Repredentatives.

The Commission has been clear in stating that campaign funds may be‘used for expenses
incurred in connection with activitles in furtherance-of that campaigh or that.are undertaken by
campaign representatives performing important functions related to that campaign or a
candidate’s duties as a Federal officeholder. See. Advisory Opinions 1996-20 (Lucas) at 2
(permitting campaign committee payment forperformance of “important campaign functions”
and “functions that relate to [] duties as a Federal offiecholdér.”); 1996-19 (Walsh)-at 2
(permittitig campaign committeo peyment lor-performance of “netivities that.are in furtherance
of” and that erould “enhance. [the ceemiidaie’s) re-election effort.”); amd 1995-47 (Unéerwoed) at
3 (permitting campaign coinmitice paytoent far perfornmice of “activities that aré in furtherance
of” and that would “snhanca [the candidate’s] re-election effort.”), Further, cendidates are
afforded “wide discretion” in determining campaign related expenses. Final Rule on Personal
Use of Campeign Funds, 60 Fed. Reg. at 7867.

DPW'’s ppsition rests emirely an its assertion that “{i]t shizins e1cdulity to beiicve thid
twenty moms paid for by [[LFC] at the [] Canventinn wan mxpended snlaly to promate the.re-
election of Mr. Ryan to the House of Representatives.”” Complédint-at2. Without providing any
factual or logical bridge to a conclusion, DPW states that these hotel expenses were *“clearly
meant to promote Cangisseman Rynn’s candidacy fitr Vics President.” 1d. Both assertions are
siraply umsuppeeted conchrsions. The Complaint does nof ilentify any tesnsaatinos that it
believes were “clearly mennt to promote Cougrestman Ryan’s candidacy for Vice
President” or otkerwise provide any snpport for its lagal conclusions.

In addition, the Complainant does not acknowledge that Romney for President
appropriately reimbursed RFC for certain costs that were initially incurred by RFC. RFC's

Response of Ryan for Congress in MUR 6692
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Amended 2012 October Quarterly Report reflects that RFC received $2,768.38 from Romney for
Presidetn on September 29, 2012. RFC Amended 2012 Octdber Quarterly Report at 1205
(relevant pnges aitnched). The notation below this itemized reoeipt rears: “Reiméursed/ raam
paid to Marriott Waterside.” Id. As explamed by RFC’s Transaner, this reimbiursement “in an.
accurnte reflectian of the extent to which [Romney far President] made use of RFC’s Tampe
Marriott Waterside accommedation in furtherance of the Presidential Campaign.” Affidavit of
Paul J. Mair (attached). Thus, both RFC-and Romney for President were aware of their
obligation to use each campaign’s funds for expenses incurred in furtherance. of that particular
campaign. Further, the accounting practices of each committe¢ evidence full comprehension of
and compliance with applicable regulations. See Advisory Opinion 1995-3 (Granmn) at 2
(“Commisgion regulations tilow dual ceenpnigas to share personnel and facilities ac leng as
expenditures are dflocated betwnen the two ceinpaigns and paymens mede from each canmpign
account reflect the allocation.”),

The Complaint also cites 2n online piece in a blog,. Politicker.com, that was obviously the
basis. for this Complaint. The legal conclusions offered in the:Complaint.echo the quoted
comments of Jerry Goldfeder, a-well-known Democratic campaign finance and election attorney.
Based on the same limited facts alleged in the Complaint, Mr. Goldfeder offered his opinion that
“It sounds as if he used congressnonal campaign funds for national campalgn purposes and that’s
highly preblenmatic.” s//politicke ] - gl p 1ey/, (October 25,
2012) (Politicker Amcle) #t 3, Mr. Gmdfeﬂer is ccrtamly ﬁee to assxst bloggers in creating
piecas to serve us FEC complaint fodder, but it soems fairly obvious that his opinion in this
matter was not folly Informed. Camglaint at 1, 2 citing Politicker Artiele.

The Politicker piece claims that “[t]he vast majority of Mr. Ryan’s convention spending
does not seem to be related to these [RFC) events.” Politicker Article at 2. Whether the reported
disbursements in question were “related” to two formal events is entirely irrelevant. RFC was
not limited to spending funds solely and directly on two announced events, and the Complainant
does not identify a single improper transaction. Rather, the Complainant essentially asks the
Cormmission to investigate the matter in the hopes that an actual violation will emerge. Needless
to say, thiy is not how the complaint process works.

The Conrplaint alse rnferenees an RFC. spokesman’s comnrant that roovns haservori it the
Marriott were to accommodate those wisiring to see Congressman Ryan’s keynote address and
that hotel policy required a five-night minimum stay. Assuming this was the case for some
individuals who attended, Congressman Ryan gave his keynote address at the Convention while
he was a sitting Member of Congress simultaneously running for re-election to that position.
Campaigns are entirely free to spend funds on their supporters in a manner that is related to the
campaign. And, as noted above, the Complainant has not provided any “specific facts™

Response of Ryan for Congress in MUR 6692
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demonstrating that any of these persons performed any work or services for the Romney-Ryan
presidential campaign. Furthor, Romney for President’s réimbursement for its use of RFC-.
reserved accommuaiation et the Tampa Mamriatt Waterside oiearly shows thest thuse campeiigas
were aware of; and in fiill compliance with, their individual obligations.

Y. Contclusion

DPW?’s complaint is based entirely on speculation and should be dismissed s soori as
reasonably possible.

Sincerely,

Jason Torchinsky
Michael Bayes
Christopher Winkelman
Counsel to Ryan for Congress

Enclosures: Affidavit of Paul J. Mair
RFC Amended October 2012-Quarterly Repoit (relevant pages only)
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11/30/2012 12 ; 48
Image# 12061300407 PAGE 171264

B | o ) A
REPORT OF RECEIPTS | RECEIY -y

FEC
FORM 3 AND DISBURSEMENTS
For An Authorized commlttoo
1. NAME OF TYPE OR PRINT v Examplb: if tyﬂlng, —
COMMITTEE (in full) over the lines.
Ryan for- .
L!ﬂnfofcfor.’?fefsl ST T TR N T T T T N N I O O N T T 0T N O O N W Y IO O 000 0 B .1.1-_._4-_-1.

LIJ W IO O A O U S W Gl WO T A T TN AN O W N S T4 L O O oo YOO e O A O | N Y S Y T T I |
[Po'anﬂsa . - . . I
-l | i

“ADvDHESS(nunbunndsM | M TN 303 T T N N O N A N N NN Y Y G N O A N 3 T T T
n Check i di 14 I BN Y SN N NS S U N VAN (S SO 4 O P O COT O W A J
g:not?ad. (Acg) ey g I R | il |'53|5‘T"4|ial J-loaa ]
i A A
2. FEC IDENTIFICATION NUMBER ¥ 'CITY:-‘. STATE 21P-CODE
- ' ' STATE ¥ DISTRICT
C coo330884 J 3. 1S THIS - NEW AMENDED |
' Rrcrtmeri o bomantionisl] REPORT : OR &= w o
b n - " Il Wl

4. TYPE OF REPORT (Choose One)
(8) Quarterly Reports:

() 12-Day PRE-Elsction Repoit for-the:
D Primary (12P) U Qeneral (12G) D Runoff (12R)

Aprll 16 Quarterly Report (Q1) D D
Convention-(120) Bpeclal (125)

July 16 Quarterly Report (Q2) . S
October 15 Quartordly Report (Q3) Election on | . : o | S - ‘State. of
January 31 Year-End Report (YE) | (¢) 30-Day POST-Election Report for the:’

l General (30G) ﬂ Runoff (30R) D Special (308)

Termination Report (TER) Secton on -_ "3i::::":=-: sumot L.

O Oxcn

s kool gy Sy iy Y} . men]+fosofsrfyeyrre
§. Covering Period - 28§ 4 . 2002 through 08 | § 30:8 3 . 201

{ certify that | have examiried thb Réport.and to. the best of miy* knowledge and belief It Is We. comect and cclrwkh.
Type. or Print Name of Treasurer  Paul J Mair

———

Signature of Treasurer Paul J Mair ... {Electronically-Filed] Date

NOTE Submisston of false, eroneous, or Incomplete Informatloni fay* iublacl the pmon slgnlng lhla Heport to tho penalties ot 2V, s.c §437ga

Office
Use i FEC FORM 3
I._ Only. . 1. _ | (Revised 02/2003)

FESANO1S
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Image# 12961300488

r

FEC Form 3 (Revised 02/2003)

SUMMARY PAGE
of Receipts and Disbursements

PAGE 2/1264

Write or Type Committese Name
Ryan for Congress

k

Ml i .'n'_”-q" | .
Report Covering the Period:  From: o7 2 | |

6. Net Contributions (other than loans)

(a) Total Contrikustians
(other than loans) (from Uine 11(e))....

(b) Total Contridution Refunds
(from Line 20(d)) .

‘COLUMN A
This Period

| COLUMN B
Election Cycle-t0-Date

() Net Centributions (other than (cans)-
(subtraet Lina 6(b) from Line 6()......

7. Net Operaling Expéadituras

(@) Total Operating Expenditures
(from Line 17)

(®) Total Offsets to Operating
Expentitures (from Line 14)....c.iccimenee

(c) Net Operating Expenditures
{subtract Lime 7(b) from Lina 7(a))......

8. Cash on Hend at Close of
Reporting Periad (fram Line 27)

9
h

resioen iy ey iy
L T 4g76398.44.
ifocerSocsiciarminmtHecd "_ hredhn

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO
the.Committee (temize all on

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY
the Gommittes (einixs all on'
Schedule C and¥or Schedule D)

For further Information contact:

Federal Election Commission
899 E Strest, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Toll Free 308-424-9530
Local 202-894-1100

FEGANO18
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Image# 12961300488
B DETAILED SUMMARY PAGE
FEG Form 3 (Revised 12/2003) of Recelpts : | PAGE3/1284
Write or Type Committee Name D S
Ryan for Congress
M M/ [ . 1+ TN v-' Yy Sy : 'R
Raport Covering the Perlod: ~ From: v ] ' 2002, To:. m
COLUMNA )  COLUMNB
. RECEIPTS Total This. Reriod _ Election Cycle-to-Date

11. CONTRIBUTIONS: (other than loans) FROM:

(8) Individuals/Persons Qiher Than
Political Committees AT | D S S — . L <

() Memized (use Schedule A)......... i ':3‘_5"'-’.‘5-'! . .

() Unfiemized....:...cssesemiiveass
(i) TOTAL of contributions
FrOM INGIVIAURIS oorrroserspereiee P

() Political Party Commithees........cuseennes
(c) Other Political Carmittess
{such as PACs)

(d) The Candidate
(&) TOTAL CONYRIBUTIONS

(other than loans)
(add Lines 11(a)(il), (b), (c), and (d))..
12. TRANSFERS FROM OTHER
AUTHOHZED GOMM“TEES _;,.,'.:.'_.,_:_’._.,',,:;._....',:..
13. LOANS:
(a) Made or Guarantsed by the ;
Candidate .
(b) All Other Loans a .
() TOTAL LOANS i — . -:D
(add Linus 13(a) 8nd () eesemerres ST LA TP,
14. OFFSEI'S TO OPERATING
EXPEND”URB i -_I Aaiafumtognginiegy: —v ﬁ ¥ I 1 .! TR e N "_"F—-._"”'_'W
(Rmndso Rdlﬂhs. m-)- ------- ‘evesvvrcesnsisrenes L-—'ﬂ ) .ﬁ—&-—ﬂ-—‘\-&- Py _‘. 9. . | O N W 150734
16. OTHER RECEPTS e e ey e g———p——— )
(Dividends, Interest, @tc.) .wsuesssmummmmssssive PR W .558333. ] i Bl .§3.“19§;°-°.;_-
16. mﬁ;ﬁg%qﬁmg%u ' - L pnyings
N A h 'an . & W e v ww L.} bl - CRER NN 4 LJ LANNCE SN SECE 4
(Carry Total to Line 24, page 4).......... > il .‘9,5“5,'“:‘ I l i g 90500547

L -

FESANDIS
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Iimage# 12061300490

r

FEC Form 3 (Revised 02/2003)

DETAILED SUMMARY PAGE
of Disbursements L PAGE4/1284

Il. DISBURSEMENTS

COLUMN A ” COLUMN B
Total This Perlad Election Cycle-to-Date

17.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES......... T

18.

TRANSPERS TO OTHER

AUTHORIZED COMMITTEES .......ccesusnunne

18.

LOAN REPAYMENTS:

{(a) Of Loans Made or Quaranteed

(b) Of All Other Loans .........eesusenesensssenss

(o) TOTAL LOAN REPAYMENTS

(add Uines 19(a) and {(b))....ececcaernenes

REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS. TO:
(@) Individuals/Persons Bther

Than Political Cormmittees ...........c.euns

() Political Party Committaes...........c.c.uu

(c) Other Political Committees
{such, as PACs)

(d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTTON REFUNDS

(add Lines 20{a), {o), and (O))......c.r....

T s e mam oo e e Ty
. N . . . J845801.85 ¥
.. - l-.—‘m.' .‘g." I'l ,-ﬂ---n_ H_‘ Cs 1iSond o '

e s i aai i e o o | v o an e )' Py g
. o [ | 0
2 BrwadDassd -M Alenah; -L_-h_"i}'g "?:_.L . '-:“ ]

- ’. .' . - va v
187638844

<5
b

eI T A N A g s e Tt
i‘ 6000 .
. .. - sl

BB Furen B cmtlecersRrerelBeedionssl

et

OTHER DISBURSEMENTS..........cceconsurnee .

22,

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS

(add Lines 17, 18, 19(c), 20(d). end 21) B> | s om0 1'“1”2‘ _

g ey ioinpeiiing

lil. CASH SUMMARY

23,

24

27.

CASH ON HAND AT BEGINNING. OF REPORTING PERIOD..uviisicusiimmmrismmsmisvins - e Pt
TOTAL RECEIPTS THIS. PERIOD (from Line 16, page 3).....u....

SUBTOTAL (add Line 23 and Line 24)...

l . 6984056.81
- Hanadk sdicvcct oA owalbeced Dl

TOTAL DISZURSEMENTS TMIS PERIOD (from Line 22).

CASH ON HAND AT CLOSE OF REPORTING PERIOD S

(subtract Lina 26 from Lins 25),

B AN .l'i --.' : e
1881398.44

002660.37

FESANO18
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image# 12961301691

SCHEDULE A (FEC Form 3)

FOR LINE NUMBER: [PAGE 1205 OF 1264

Use separate sche:‘ule(s) (check only: one) ]
for each caf the X
ITEMIZED RECEIPTS s S Poce Hue Hie Hue Hue

Any information copled from such Reports and Statements may not be sold or used by any parlon for the- pumm of sqllcltlng eonlrlbutlm
or for commercial purposen, other than. us u_lng the.nams and address of any polmcnl commiitee.to soficit eonmbuﬂm trum sich eommlm..

NAME OF COMMITTEE (in Fell)

Ryan for Congress
Full Name (Last, First, Middie Inital)
A Wauke_sha State Bank Date of Recelpt
Maliing Address 151 € Saint Paul Avenue - -
Chy. State Zip Code | Téanssiction 1D: A M1 14822 _
Waukesha wi 53188-3701 —_—
FEC ID number of contributing = I L A I Period
federal politioal committee. C PO S R . Amoum'of fﬂc_h-ill:i'ﬂvt_ﬂ\? i "
. 4115
Name of Employer Ocoupation bnefmuiinedmculimalionYek
Money Market Interest
Recelpt For: -2012 ' Election Cytle-to-Date
D] Primery ] General e g e ey
] Other (spectty) | P oy
Fall Name (Lest, First, Miadia Intil
B Commercial Bank Date .of Recelpt
Malling Address 1400 Black brldgo Rd. 3 1r7° ‘
‘j:::m"h Sxi“ 25";53:"" | vranissction'1D : A-M117534
FEC ID number of contriduting oy iy .
federal political committes. ¢ I Amount of Each Recelpt this Period
Narma of Efmioyer Occupation | AP o
Money Market Interest
Receipt For: 2012 Election Cycle-to-Date
Pimary D4 General o yosieg
. 1675.42
om“ (”oc"y’ . . YN 'I.I ") 2 » " j: x b\
Full Narne- (Llst. Flm. Middle' Initial) ; o -
¢ Romney For President Inc. Date of Recélpt

Maling Addess 555 Gommercial Strest

Ty, | 1 [TVTTYTITY
m 27 2012
2202

Transaciion ID ;A-M11fq32

Clly State: Zip Code
Boston MA 02109-1024
FEG ID number of ¢ontributing [P e g ity
federal political cammittes. !C _€00431171 _ N

Amaiint of Each Recelpt this Period

e v —p———

Nama of Employer

“Gocupation-

2768 33 )

Receipt For: 2012
Pimary  [X] Ganeral
Other (spacify)

" Election Cyclé-to-Date
e o e g Sy ey

YOO U UL, WSS S A S

‘ReImbureed rown paid to Mamiotl Walers.

SUBTOTAL of Receipts This Page (optional)

TOTAL This Peried (last page thin line number only)

e — e e S w3 3
: | 2914.00
Y BectneiBhacions Prorsin sy - Dini Koiaonl

i
- - L - - e d N B
L 2 o 2 _pn_ . - o g g

FEC Sohedule A [Form 3) (Revised 02/2009)
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

Please uselene form for each respondent

MUR: 6692 (Ryan for Congress)
NAME OF COUNSEL:  .Jason Torchinsky.

Michael Bayes

Christopher Winkelman
FIRM: HOLTZMANVOGELJOSEFIAK PLLC.
ADDRESS! 45 North Hill Drive

' Suite 100
Warrenton, VA 20186

TELEPHONE:  (540) 341-8808
FAX: (540) 341-8809

The above-named individuals are hersby designated as my counsel and
are authorized to recelve any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act'on my behalf before the Comilssion:

_. Paul J. Mair .

Print Name

VI @u
Date ture\..

Respondents' Name: Ryan for Congress

Address: . PO Box 1488
Janesville, WI 53547

10 et e e,

L DR Y L Y
— o e e
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13644344386

OGP S

STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL .

Please use one form for each. respondent

MUR:

" NAME OF COUNSEL:

FIRM:

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:
FAX:

6692 (Ryan for Gongress).

Jason Torchinsky
Michael Bayes
Christopher Winkelman

HOLTZMANVOGELJOSEFIAK PLLC
45 North Hill Drive

Suite' 100

Warrenfon, VA 20186

(540) 341-8808
(540) 341-8809

The above-named individuals are hereby designated as my.counsel and.
are authorized to receive:any notifications and other communications from the
Commission.and to act en my-behalf before the-Commission.

Paul-J. Malr .
Print Name

/4918

Date

Respondents’' Name:

Address:

PO Box 1488

Janesviile, Wi 53647

i e B18IRG 88—~ =540 ) -844—-B808-—

s o s sman mm'in Esths BT e—————-———
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